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The Oswald Plot 



MAX LERNEP 

"£ -A"*" tJie N€w Orleans investigation 

“Oswald plot” in that city has, for the raomeS! 

conventional attacks on the Warren ' 
Inf crazy, but it is only 

/killing. paradoxes of the whole debate over the Kennedy 

fcn ^ncenttited 

SSSiSSfSS?™ 

tex^ conspiracy,, preferab.;^:^.“^ro°w^^ 

.to be tTe 'CforMnslTcf V may prove 

Kennedy: S on omer men ^th now dead, to^kHl ' 

^^njf 

and alien- to the anti-Wafrcn shocrm<L^s. , 



111 immediate terms Garrison is trying to nail down G.n 
accusations: that. Glay Shaw knew Os^td and was ^een w^J," 

"gS’v ^‘‘me man as the one named 

Clay Bertrand by Dean Andrews, and "Clem Bertrand” bv 
Perry Russo. The judges felt, one. .gathers thm be t,?a™ 
enough, of a case dn^tfiefee fw.o fioinfs to warrant eivint^b'^ 

I iflndeed* ® accusation in Court— that Sh^aw-l^rtr^d'^ 
/e were the same— conspired ip New ' Orleans vvith 

[ Lee Oswald and Dave Ferrie to kill Kennedy ' ' 

one must add that the psychtateists who have expTrfment^ vvTfh 

■ •■ t - 1* 1 : Z*: . ■ * ' ‘ . '■ 

Ones real, doubts about Garrison’s ease ari.se froin another : 

playing it by ear ' 

When he first announced: that he had proof of the conspiracy' 
contact with the two witnesses whom 
and leads. and evidence did he have at the time 

and^ why has he not.’ followed them up? He may ’be hoS ' 

mnal ” ground, or be waiting for othe? fo^ 

tunate windfalls. He is evidently that kind of DA 

story! hiis tecpme .so chained’ with drama 

aumXam^d F%rd4°r 

[General Clark nfay hate feh h"e‘tad°to"s%"af ' 
iGarnson theory, to support the F.B.I.’s' original invIstLatibn 
to. Joseph Bail, of the Wanen Commission 
aftSsenf Oswald could not have been in New OrlW 

aXtei Sept. 25, despite Russos placing him there early in October '" 





But he too has a vested interest to protect, initfie Warren Keport. 
Instead of defending the Report as if it were the Holy Writ,, 
everyone involved should wait for the trial, and see what liglit 
dt sheds on the Kennedy killing, which ir, after all, what we • 
need to- know. 

It ro»y be just barely possible that Oswald was in fact more 

deeply embroiled in the New Qrleans scene than we had thought 

that he was a marginal merfiber of a group pf “gay. bpys” 

there who were' also involved op, one side or another of the battle 
over Castro; that he had- come under the spell of Dave Fen-ie’s 
flamboyant personality, had frequented Ferrie’s apartment where,, 
so many others (including. Shaw) came; and that^he had heard'' 
some wild talk' about how Kennedy might be killed, -which fitted 
into his own frustrations and hatreds, and his reading at the 
little library near his flat, and his, brooding over how one could 
change the course of history^ -When he got back to Dallas, and 
the chance came to get at KerihMy, he" may well have 'acted not 
as a member of any conspiracy but as a loner — a frustrated, 
bitter paranoid who was getting back at the world at the same 
time that he was changing its course of history. 

If this were to prove so, then part of the New Orleans story 
might be true' while leaving intact the basic theme of the 
Warren Report, that Oswald as killer acted alone. But the mind 
of Oswaid may have 'been shaped in New Orleans in a more 
complicated way than we had known. , ■ , ' 




